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REMARKS 

4ppli««ats sespectMiy j-e5|^e«st feconsldenition of the present a|^!!eatio« In view of 
the lomgoing timeBdm^ats md in view of the reasons that follow. Applicants' i^speetlhtly 
request the foregoing amendments be entered, at least because they narrow the issues for 
appeal 

Storm iff ike tiiiiMs 

Claims 1, 2, 4-18, 20-534 and 36-5? were pending fa the subject ease. With this 
response, dmms 1 , : 17 mc\ 33 are amended. Support for the anmndatents can be found at 
least hi the specification mi page 16, lines 1 1 and page 1 8, lines 1 1-26, 'No new matter 
has b&m added ,. 

Upon entry oflhis papep claims 1, % ,4-1 8 f 20-34 and 36-57 wit! be pending, These 
claims are presented for reeonsidemtion. 

mim^Aztmt^mmm t-% 12-15, it-is, m-m s mi^-H 34-41, 

44-47, 50-5 f 53-54 and 56-5? under 35 U.b.U § 103(a) as being unpatentable over If S. 
Publication No. 2003/0018878 to Dorward at al f09 W #)ia view of U.S. PuMicaiion No. 
2003/0158980 to MiMmo f'M&mol and further !h view of U.S. Patent No. 6,065,646 to 
Firestone (NdrestowA The Office Action resects claims 1 0- IP 26-2? and 42-43 under 35 
if S.C, § 1 03(a) as oeing impateniaOie over ©oward m view of Mizuno and Firestone and 
llather m view of 15.55. Pablieaiion No. 2003/0118107 to liakura e? ai. ("Kakura"), The Office 
Aetfaa rejects claims Id, .32, 4&, 49, 52. arid. 55 :uader 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dorward m vlewof Mlzuno and Firestone and ftir trier in view of U.S. 
Pualieatioo No. 2003/0160759 to AM d'Asar). Applicants respeetfhMy traverse these 
rejections for at least the following reasons. 

Independent eiariri L as amended, whri correspoading ilatares in independent claims 
! 7 and 33, recites "Nffierein the processor is forther configured to execute Instruedons to 
e^amlrie maaminm values of a packet siae allowed by a connection related to eomriiunlcadon. 



and set a smallest mm among said pm^imm maximum values as a representative value of 
aa allowable pacfat; size, :and. divide the original data into Mocks of a size based on a multiple 
of the represenlatlve value of the maxima packet size and allot divided blocks to said 
plurality of eotmeetioBS separately, The Office Action on paged meogmzes that Dorward 
ami Mizuno fail to di setose its ibitOa-es of claim 1 regarding examining maximum values of a 
packet size allowed by a connection related to eomumoieatkm arai tetber processing based 
tm the exaji«i»iag s bat supplies Firestone f&t «*$|ig.;ffce MBM<es&U&- ^CBptim^ a&<$. Mhmm> 
Applicants submit, Imwevmf that Firestone does not disclose the above mtoted lxsal«re of 



Flnsstnne is directed to *%efbn»aniog MPEG ides to increase tratswbssion 
performance in a network/* (Firestone at 1 More precisely, in the panmn of Firestone 
cited by tbe Office .Action, Fhestone describes fegmentbtg or aggregating media packets 
based on an optimal network packet size: 

lite pacfcetbmr 104 will Segment or aggregate media packets Into network 
packets according to tbeir respective sixes. Media packets are generally 
described as oonsmnt~s|zed packets eoutaiumg eitber video &r aodlo data. 

specifically;: M®. JM. MMmiMm jIm 

IfSj^ilfe^ On the other baitd, jftbe 

,i/e m a,p,a: : li: U u ; ckct in media die J,02,,:s, 




MM&J^^mL.mmk§t~^o long as this would net place- a start code at a 
forbidden location within the RTF packet. 

(Firestone at 2:49*6 j ; emphasi s supplied ,} Thus, in the ease of a media packet larger than the 
optimal packet size, Firestone teaches lamenting tbe packet im smaller paefcets. 
Conversely, In tbe case of a media packet smaller than the optima! packet size, Firestone 
tbaeles aggrejptmg two or more such packets to create a larger packet more commensurate 
with d^e optimal packet size. 

Firestone, bdwever fails to disclose "setf ingj a smallest size among said packet size 
maximum values as a representative valise of an allowable packet size, and dividf ingj the 
original data into blocks of a size based on a multiple of the represeotntive value of tbe 
maximum packet size and: allotpng] divided blocks to said plurality of eonnecdons 
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^j?ar^^!y>^ as reeitcd in independent claim 1, with mtt^xm4m$, features k\ independent 
claims 17 ami 33, ^ : fecr|fe0<i &r €&arr*pfe in paragraph [6079] #f the ppblisfe^d ^^|ic^to;a> 
tlie ^proeeMtog tsmt 1-2 ermines a ma^toiiim paofei si^e usnbie in each of t he TCP 
comeciiq ^s mid setesra s mal l est one of the respect w maximum - packet sizes as a 
repr^mtMive v&hi&- to fee used wben nsksg each TO F coiinecti o n „ >s Firestone does not set the 
smallest sim mm^ng pavkei mmmnmt mi^es m ai^presentanve value of aa allowable 
packet sl2e> : and then divide the original data into blocks of a si&e &med cm a muinpie qffhe 
mprmmimim value of the maximum packet sim ami ^Mmded Bkmh &. midpiw^iify ^f 
mmnectmm s^armefy, lather, Firestone merely teaches ti^gmeniinp or aggregating media 
paefceta based on an optimal network packet size, wMelr cannot be reasonably Interpreted m 
eqaathig to the ahove-aientioned claim lio*itation> Thus* Applicant respcetiidlv submits tli&t 
Firestone dees not cure the delMeneies associated with Domard milMimm:* 

Mkm&m4 AMi were elied tor disdosoig other fbatares of the elates, feat Si] to am 

The do pendent claims are patentab le for at least the same reasons as their respective 
mdepeodent claims as well as for ferther patentable features recited therein* 

GOHCLUSIOM 

Applicants belie ve that tbe present application is now condition for allowance* 
Favorable reeoimderation of the applkatsan -as amended is :respect : &ily : req^'sted.> 

Hie- ExamiiMrdsin^il^i to contact the uMe^igned by telephone if it is .felt that a 
te&pbone iolervi e w won Id ad vaace the prosee alien o f t he present appl ication, 

T&c GoBinHssiorier is hereby authorised to charge my additional fees which may foe 
required regarding this ^|>^lication noder 3? C*F;R> §§ 1 A <H 17 y m credit any oveTpaymem:, 
to Deposit Acconnt No, 19-074 1 , Should no proper p&yaient be enclosed herewith^ as by a 
cheek being in the wrong amount^ imsig^d*. |x?sMated* otherwise improper or inlbrraal or 
even entirety missing or a credit card payment ierrn being unsigned, providing incorrect 
Information msuttlng in a rejected credit card transaction, or even entirely missing, the 

4S2a^9D^-SoSS. t 
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CXwTOpIoter is. ^rtfe€>rimi to charge the unpaid amount to Deposit Ae&ount No, L If 

smy extensions of time $m needed Ibr ti&^ w^pm<&\®fp@$m Buhmimi herewith, 
A^pti^^ extension under 37 <1F:R. § 1.136 and autho&c -p&yt&mi 

of siitih ^mmmmB &mm- D^mmi Azmmit Ho, 194)741. 



Date 



4+**> U Zdm*, 



FOLEY & L&IIDNBE LLP 
Customer Niimte" 22428 
Fekphonc; (202) 945-6014 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



By 



Chsorge CI Beck 
Attorney far AppO cants 
1 egistr^ition Ma 3=8,032 

Thomas <3* Biiodcau 
Ailorney for Applle&THs 
Registration No, 43: A3. $ 



